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To the Reveren lala 
pets, 


F, 
Dne of the ProFors of the Clergy for the 
Dioceſe of Coventry and Litchfield, 
oncerning His late Sermon before the Lower 
Houſe of Convocation, on the Fifth-of Novem- 


ler, 1702. And his Reflections therein on the 
Lord Biſhop of S ARI M. | | 


Mr. Jonathan Kimberly; 


SIR, | | 
Have read your Sermon before the Lower Houſe 
of Convocation on the 57þ of November, 1702. 
and cannot forbear giving you this Friendly Ad- 
monition concerning it, wiz. by telling you, That 
in my Opinion (and I deſire you to conſider ſeri- 
uſly the Reaſons. I ſhall offer you for it) you ought 
he next time you ſay your Prayers, to have this your Ser- 
mon in your Mind, and to confeſs that in it Jou have left 
done what you ought to have done, and have done what you 
| A | onrht 


ought not to have done. And firſt for your Omiſſion, I de 
fire you to conſider, Whether it be not a very baſe and 3; 
ungtateful One, wholly to paſs by what is over and oy 
again Inſerted in the Prayers for the Day, viz. The late 
Deliverance by King Milllam from Popery and Arbitrary 
Power. Was it not a Deliverance 2 Ovught it not to hay? 
been mentioned in the Prayers? Is it the leſs to be regary, 
ed becauſe it was bur Fourteen Years ago? Does the 
freſhneſs of a Deliverance make it the leſs conſiderah(e; 
Or are the groundleſs evil Surmiſes that ſome take y 
concerning the Author of it under God, and his ill Deſign 
a ſufficient Reaſon for us to pay no Reſpect to his Memo. 
ry, nor ſo much as to take any Notice of that great and 
wonderful Deliverance which God wrought by Him i 
the moſt needful and ſeaſonable Time ? If that be yon 
Opinion, God deliver us from ſuch Proteſtants as yon 
might ſpend a dealof time in aggravating this your $i 
of Omiſſion ; but I rather leave it to your own caln 
and ſerious Thoughts; heartily wiſhing you the Grace tg 
Repent of it, and to endeavour to make ſome Amends for 

the Scandal you have given by it. 
come next to your Sin of Commiſſion. And here I cannot 
but rake ſome notice of your own Words immediately 
going before your Commiſſion of it. An over-ruling 
Power and Goodneſs, ſay you, ſeems to be neceſſary to pre 
** ſerve us from our ſelves. This I'm afraid was wanting when 
you fer your ſelf to cavil at my Lord of Sarum's Expo. 
tion of the Firſt of the Thirty nine Articles : And hence 
you may do. well to apply alſo to your ſelf the latter part 
of the tame Sentence of your Sermon, which is in thel: 
Words: Andathedire Effects of God s withholding his Grace 
Jrom us, and of our being eſtranged from him, are ns leſs vil. 
ble and fatal many times upon our ſelves than others. I con- 
tels I know not what you mean by theſe Effects being no 
leſs viſible upon our ſelves than others, For who, I belcech 
VO you, 


49 
ivy, are thoſe Ve, or Our ſelves, that have any Reaſon to 
expect leſs to lye under theſe dire Effects than others have? 


r 

ws. | cannot deviſe whom you ſhould mean by Our ſelves there, 

ard. J ialeſs it be Our ſelves of the Lower Houle of Convocati- 
then. And if chat be your Meaning, perhaps you did well to 

ble yt em in mind of the Danger of being eſtranged from God, 

c up ſod of drawing d ſtruction upon their own heads. We can 


one of us be too careful to avoid ſuch Evils and Dangers. 
ind 'tis well you own a Security from 'em to be none of 
the Rights or Privileges of the Lower Houſe : But what- 
jer Danger they, or any of them may be in, I leave 'em 
0 your kind Admonition, hoping they will conſider your 
Words as thete is Occaſion. I only conſider em now 
ich reſpect to your ſelf; and I deſire you would ſeriouſſy 
ect upon it, and then ſay, Whether for a Presbyter to 
mke unjuſt, groundleſs, falſe, and fooliſh Reflections up- 
na Biſhop, a Father of the Church, be not one of thoſe 
ire Effects of God's withholding his Grace, but now ſpoken 
And if it appear that this you your ſelf, Sir, have done, I 
pe you Will find cauſe to acknowledge your Offence, - 


«lin d to be ſenſible that at this time you were forſaken of that 
pre. Nor. ruling Power and Goodneſs.which is ſo neceſſary to preſerve 
when W's from your ſelf. "io 


proceed therefore to make good my Charge. And here 
it, I cannot but take notice how wretchedly you blun- 
et in the Firſt Sentence or Period that you have againſt 
ly Lord of Sarum, pag. 7. of your Sermon; your 


Grace Nords are theſe ; (and let who can, give us the Categori- 
v. meaning of em) © The Almighty Power of God is 
con: IM © Viſible and Neceſſary in ſupporting and ordering the 
ng no hole Frame of the World, that ſhould it be allowed, 
ſeech FW That whatever has once a Being, muſt of its own nature 


continue ſtil} to be, without any new cauſality or influence; 
Which is too roundly aſſerted by a late Expoſitor : Vet 
certainly the beautiful Order and regular Mocions of 
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© 
“ the ſeveral Parts of the World would ſoon be diſturhe, 
“and broken. How the viſibility or neceſſity of God 
Power in ſupporting and ordering the World, ſhould he, 
means to hinder the beautiful Order and regular Motion; 
of the ſeveral Parts of the World from being diſturbed 
broken, or to cauſe them ſo to be, I know not. And ther. 
fore, as I ſaid, I do not well underſtand this Sentence. Og. 
ly I gueſs your meaning is, that ſhould it be grant 
That whatever Subſtance once hath a Being, needs 9 
new Cauſality or Influence to keep it in Being; yet the 
Order and Motion of the ſeveral Parts of the World be 
ing not Subſtances, but Accidents,would be diſturbed an 
broken, if it were not for ſome new Cauſality or Influence 
that preſerves them. But if this be your meaning, tis {0 
xily expreſſed; and beſides, I'm afraid it is not true: Fy 
if Subſtances once in Being will continue without a 
new Cauſality or Influence, fo may the Accidents of 0. 
der and Motion too, for ought that ] ſee, fo care be hy 
taken to prevent any thing from ſtopping or diſturbing en 
I'm ſure you bave, ſaid nothing to the contrary. But 
all this, I find nothing againſt my Lord of Sarum, fa 
only that you ſay 77s too rewndly aſſerted by him, That wh; 
ever hath once a Being, muſt of its nature continue ſtil to 
without any new Cauſality or Influence.By this one would thin 
the Biſhop had only aſſerted this, but offered at no proo 
But if you look into the Expoſition, pag. 30, and 31. you 
find that he has produced an Argument for it which yt 
know not how to Anſwer, and therefore prudently too 
no notice of it. I meddle not to determine whether 
Proof he offers be ſatisfactory or not; but till you anſit 
ir, it ought to go for ſomething more than a Round aſe 
tion. But you add, © The World is yet a ſtranger to at 
* Perpetual Self motion of Natural Bodies, and yet ti 
© ſuppoſition of ſuch a Motion is laid down by the fi 
Author, as a Poſtulate from which is drawn u 
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4 No-necefſity of a conſerving Providence. But 


he Pro 
Gods o the World be a Stranger to this, tis not a Stran- 
d be ;Mecr to fal ſe Accuſations; and you here do your part to 
otion Ante em yet more familiar; for in ſhort, This Accuſati— 
bed aon is abſolutely falſe, tis a pure Invention of your own - 
there. MW The Biſhop no where aſſerts a perperual Self- motion of 
. O. MNatural Bodies, much leſs does he do it in order to the 
anced N naking out the No- neceſſity of a Conſerving Providence, 
ds rofl for he owns a Conſerving Providence, as well as any bo- 
et Hey elfe. All the Diſpute is, Whether that be neceſſary 
Id be ealy to keep off what would put a ſtop to the Motion: 
dd u or whether there be need of a continual new Cauſality 


or Influence to keep the Motion going. Tis all but a Me. 
aphyſical Notion, which none, but what had a mind to 
pick a quarrel, would make ſuch a ſtir about, as you do. 
But the Biſhop's words, you ſay, are, That Natural Agents 


f 0: =? ever keep the Courſe in which they are once put, and 
ve bl that the Fleauenl/ Orbs, as well as ſmaller Motions, muſt ever 
gen be rolled in one conſtant Channel, when they were once put 
But if into 1. I anſwer, Theſe words are far from being an Aſ- 


ſertion of a perpetual Self. motion of Natural Bodies, 


mal which is what you charge the Biſhop with; and that for 
„hee Two Reaſons. Firſt, Becauſe the Biſhop ſuppoſes. 
| chinfMlthz Heavenly Orbs to be put into this Motion by God, 


nd conſequently to be moved by him, and not by them- 
ſelves. And Secondly, There is no neceſlity of under- 
ſtanding by ever, an abſolute. and. poſitive Eternity, but. 
rather any long Period of Time. And if it be in the pow- 
of a maa to impreſs ſuch a Motion upoa a body, as 
ſhall laſt, ſappoſe, a Minute ( which we all know ir is » i 
without any new Influence from him when once it is out 
of his hand, Why ſhould it be thouglit impoſſible for 
God ro impreſs a Motion that ſhali laſt many Thouſands: 
of Years without any ne Influence or Cauſality > Think 
of a good Reaſoa. for this at your leiſure, But you ſay, 

7 the. 
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the Biſhop having advanced this as a ſelf-evident Princi. 
ple, from thence preſently infers , That Conſervation by , 
Special Ad is not neceſſary. But this is not true: For 
Firſt, The Biſhop doth not advance this as a ſelf-evident 
Principle, but rather grounds it upon the Proof before 
given, taken from hence, viz. That he thinks it an Ab. 
ſurdity to ſay, That every Created Being has a Natural 
Tendency to Annihilation, as he thinks it mult have, if x 
new Act of Almighty Power is ſtill neceſſary to keep it 
from falling back into Nothing: For this may be applied 
to Accidents as well as Subſtances, which may continue 
to be, as well as they, ſo long as Providence does but take 
care to keep off what might deſtroy em. Bur Secondly, 
Neither is it true that the Biſhop preſently infers as 
you ſay. No: I find him a great deal more modeſt than 
the Coventry Vicar. He only ſays, In this reſpect it may 
feem that Conſervation by a Special Act is not neceſar. 
Your next Sentence is not true neither. The words of 
It are theſe : © Nay, were it not, it ſeems, for the free- 
„ dom of mens Actions, and the Changes that are 
wrouzhrt by them in this Earth and Air, a Providence 
might appear from this Author's Reaſonings to be un- 
neceſſary for the Ordering not only of the Sublunaty 
* Bodies, bur alſo of the Celeſtial Orbs. This, I fay, 
is not true, nor can you ever prove it true, unleſs you 
can prove that there can be no ſuch thing as Providence 
without Conſervation by a Special Act, or without a New 
Cauſality or Influence continually. The Biſhop is as much. | 
an Aſſertor of Providence as any man, only he thinks 
there does not need to be any conſtant, new, ſpecial Acts 
of it for the keeping That in Being, which God hath once 
given Being to. Thus a great many more have thought 
as well as he, without ever being impeached as Deniers 
of Providence. And whether he be in the right, 
or whether Conſer vation be a continual Creation,as _ 

afflrm, 
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(7) 
firm, is a matter of no great moment. If you had not 
ad a great mind to pick a quarrel with your Betters, I'm 
W:cify'd you would never have made ſuch a tir about it. 
Zur let me adviſe you for the future to write things that 
jou can juſtifie. | jo tap 
Your next Sentence is a groſs and abominable Slander, 
is in theſe words, That God is both the Maker and Pre- 
wer of all things, is the Doctrine of the Article: That things 
len once Created, want not te be preſerved by the ſame Infinite 
er that made them, is the Comment of the Expoſitor. But 
man may look his eyes out before he finds any ſuck 
omment in the Expoſitor. The bottom of the Buſineſs 
That becauſe the Vicar of Coventry has got a Nonſen- 
al Imagination in his Cloudy Pate, that unleſs Conſer- 
tion be a continued Creation , God cannot be the 


» Wiclerver of all things, therefore my Lord of Sa— 
Wn, who is of another mind, and thinks what is once 
| Wh into Being, needs not any new Act to keep it in Be- 
deenies that God is the Preſerver of all things. A- 
Man! The Article was never intended to determine: 
L e manner of God's preſerying things. And he that 


as that he does it by a continual Creation, has no 

ne to plead for his Opinion from the Article, than he 
t ſuppoſes that God having once put things into Being 

Order, does only after that watch over 'em by his 
uidence, to ſee that nothing ſhail diſturb, diſcompoſe, 
tem, or put a ſtop to their motions. 

nd now, my Dear Friend, I muſt tell thee plainly my 

wehts. I remember I have heacd formerly that thou 

t of a Presbyterian Breed, and TI am verily afraid 

eis ſomething of that Leaven ſticks by thee ſtill. It 

always their way to cavil againſt the Biſhops, and to 
little, fooliſh, and groundleſs Quarrels with them. 

thou haſt been doing in thy Sermon: Bur I think J. 

Maid enough to convince any one, that all that is 1 


* 
2 > " 1 
„ pa 


„ 


, — | " 
\ — mn om eo" 
— 4 — 8 1 — — ; 


- — 
— 
— 
. 
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rous, or elſe very impertinent and filly. | 

I ſhall add no more, but only this, That if you te, 
ly are, as you pretend, an Epiſcopal Divine, I deſire y 
would conſider, Whether you ought not to have ha 
greater Reſpect for the Character of a Biſhop, than 
pick quarrels with one of them ſo needleſly, or to (|; 
der him ſo groſly as you have done. This I defire| 
leave upon your Conſcience, and ſo bid you Farewell 


London: Printed for A. Baldwin, near the fn 
Arms in Warwick-Lane. 1 7 0 2. 
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